THE MATERIALIST  CONCEPTION   OF  HISTORY
The adherents of the Marxist theory, claiming to
explain the course of history, say that it is the develop-
ment of the productive forces which produces all other
phenomena and developments. We have seen that this
is by no means the case, but even if it were, how is the
development of the productive forces to be accounted
for ? Merely to use the words " development" or
" evolution " is not explaining anything, it is only sub-
stituting one abstract term for another, and does not help
us to see the concrete facts. As yet we have not been
able to ascertain the exact way in which the great
changes in men's political economy and civilisation are
introduced ; still less could we discover the causes which
called them forth.
All authors, Marxists as well as their opponents, agree
that human economics comprise the activities by which
men endeavour to satisfy their needs. We know that
these activities have changed and developed since the
first dawn of mankind, that different methods of pro-
duction succeeded one another in the course of history.
Here, three questions must necessarily arise. Why do
men change their mode of production ; why do they not
abide by one and the same mode of supplying their needs
as the animals do ? The second question is : Why do
they decide in favour of a particular method ? And the
and how they were brought about, are not wanting, Marxist authors
devoted themselves to these studies with particular zeal, thinking to find
ample proof of their theory in the history of primeval ages. All their
conclusions, however, are hypothetical, resting upon analogies, probability
and assumptions, and almost all are contested. One cannot be too much
on guard against an argumentation which, from presumptive incidents and
developments in unknown periods, draws conclusions for our own times.
Moreover, the bulk of their theories on conditions and developments in
prehistoric times are based on insufficient research, or on the assumption
of facts which have since been proved to be unfounded.
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